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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 14-16 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gressenich et al (DE 196 33 706) in view of Kosmas et al (US 6,492,624). 

Gressenich shows the glass-ceramic plate claimed including a surface provide with pegs 
(3), at least one free strip smooth region (2) wherein a blurred view of the region is improved, the 
smooth region is parallel to the another surface of the plate, and is located in the plane of the peg 
or in a plane of the bottoms of hollow regions between the pegs wherein the pegs having the 
height within the claimed height. Gressenich does not show the second surface including a 
groove in a neighboring area opposite to the smooth region. 

Kosmas shows a glass-ceramic cooktop with a second surface with a groove (3) which 
separates a cooking area from a control area (12) under which control elements are provided 
thereto (see Figure 3 a). 

In view of Kosmas, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adapt 
Gressenich with the second surface with a groove formed opposite to the smooth region wherein 
control elements are provided thereto to prevent food spilling or grease from damaging the 
control areas. 
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3. Claims 17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gressenich in view of Kosmas as applied to claims 14-16 and 18-20 above, and further in view 
ofGoetzetal (US 5,717,189) or Hoffmann (US 5,155,338). 

Gressenich in view of Kosmas shows the plate claimed except for the strip to correspond 
to an area of a series of display modules for heating power or other information. 

Goetz and Hoffmann show it is well known in the art to provide the display modules 
including heating powers and other information along with the control sensors to show the user 
the operating conditions of the device. 

In view of Goetz or Hoffmann, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to adapt Gressenich, as modified by Kosmas, with the strip corresponding to display modules 
including heating powers to allow the user to conveniently better control the operating conditions 
of the heating device. 

4. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gressenich in 
view of Kosmas as applied to claims 14-16 and 18-20 above, and further in view of Medwick et 
al (US 6,849,328). 

Gressenich in view of Kosmas shows the plate claimed except a peelable transparent 
protective sheet made of polyethylene. 

Medwick shows a peelable transparent protective sheet made of polyethylene that is 
applied to glass materials for protection against mechanical damages during handling. 

In view of Medwick, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
adapt Gressenich, as modified by Kosmas, with the clamed protective sheet to the glass ceramic 
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plate including the smooth region and any other regions to insulate the plate from damages 
during handling. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

A new ground of rejection is made based on the Gressenich in of Kosmas to meet the 
newly amended claims. The applicant argues no reasonable combinations of the Gressenich and 
Kosmas references can be made because Kosmas does not show the recited groove in a 
neighboring area opposite a smooth region which is free of pegs and reserved on the first surface 
of a plate. This argument is not deemed. The examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/rc re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 
21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the Gressenich shows all the structure claimed 
except for the recited groove or undulation. For this deficiency, Kosmas is applied to show that it 
would have been obvious to provide such groove or undulation to prevent food spills or grease to 
come in contact with the control area where the controlling elements are provided thereto. 
Gressenich teaches that the area (2) is where the area where the control elements such as 
capacitive sensors are provided thereto. Thus, in order to safeguard the area (2) of Gressenich, a 
groove or undulation would be provided as done in Kosmas. 
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6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .13 6(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sang Y. Paik whose telephone number is 571-272-4783. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:00-4:00) First Friday Off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robin Evans can be reached on 571-272-4777. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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